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The Collegian March 9, 2021
NEWS
JOHNSON AND JOHNSON “JANSSEN” COVID-19 VACCINE
UPDATES
3/9/2021

Newly approved for emergency use, the Janssen vaccine has it’s pros and cons.
Johnson and Johnson struggle to reach production goals, entering into partnership
with pharmaceutical giant Merck. US Catholic officials voice moral concerns over
vaccine production.
By Evan Rodrigues
News Reporter
On February 27th, an emergency use authorization from the FDA was
announced for a third COVID-19 vaccine. Produced by Janssen Biotech Inc., a
pharmaceutical company owned by Johnson & Johnson, the Janssen COVID19 Vaccine is delivered in a single shot. An article written by Noah Weiland
for the New York Times highlights the benefits of a single dose:
“At small, independent pharmacies, the vaccine has caused a surge of
excitement. Steve Hoffart, the owner of Magnolia Pharmacy in Magnolia,
Texas, a small town outside of Houston, has received calls and emails from
residents anticipating its arrival this week. He said he hopes to hold a
Johnson & Johnson event for teachers on March 13. Schools in the area have
struggled to find substitute teachers during the pandemic, and a vaccine that
does not require a second visit and more time off was a significant
development, he said.”

The article cites other upsides of the vaccine, saying it “can be kept at normal
refrigeration temperatures for three months,” making it “ideal for
distribution at nonmedical sites such as stadiums and convention centers.”
While the benefits of the vaccine are numerous, there is a slight difference in
efficacy rates among the three vaccines available. A New York Times article
written by Noah Weiland and Sharon LaFraniere reads:
“The new vaccine’s 72 percent efficacy rate in the U.S. clinical trial site — a
number scientists have celebrated — falls short of the roughly 95 percent
rate found in studies testing the Moderna and Pfizer-BioNTech vaccines.
Across all trial sites, the Johnson & Johnson vaccine also showed 85 percent
efficacy against severe forms of Covid-19 and 100 percent efficacy against
hospitalization and death.”
Apart from the slight difference in results, the vaccine’s production has run
into barriers. The New York Times reports that “Johnson & Johnson and its
partners fell behind in their manufacturing. Although the company was
supposed to deliver its first 37 million doses by the end of March, it said that
it would be able to deliver only 20 million doses by that date, which made
Biden aides nervous.”
This delay in production led to an increase in aid and the formation of a
partnership. The New York Times reports, “In a brief speech . . . Biden said his
administration had provided support to Johnson & Johnson that would
enable the company and its partners to make vaccines around the clock. The
administration had also brokered a deal in which the pharmaceutical giant
Merck would help manufacture the new Johnson & Johnson coronavirus
vaccine.”
While focussed on the Johnson and Johnson vaccine, an article from NPR
touches on the concerns of US Catholic Bishops:

“Unlike the Pfizer-BioNTech and Moderna vaccines, the Johnson & Johnson
vaccine was produced in part through the use of cell lines derived from an
aborted human fetus. . . ‘If one has the ability to choose a vaccine, Pfizer or
Moderna's vaccines should be chosen over Johnson & Johnson's,’ say
Archbishop Joseph F. Naumann of Kansas City, Kan., and Bishop Kevin C.
Rhoades of Fort Wayne-South Bend, Ind. Naumann chairs the USCCB's
Committee on Pro-Life Activities, and Rhoades chairs the USCCB's Committee
on Doctrine.”
The bishops understand that not everyone will have a choice when it comes
to the type of vaccine they receive, so they stress the importance of getting
vaccinated, even if your only option is the Johnson and Johnson vaccine. The
NPR article quotes the bishops again, “[getting vaccinated] ought to be
understood as an act of charity toward the other members of our
community. In this way, being vaccinated safely against COVID-19 should be
considered an act of love of our neighbor and part of our moral
responsibility for the common good."
Author’s Note:
For more information please follow the links below:
https://www.nytimes.com/2021/02/27/health/covid-vaccine-johnson-andjohnson.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2021/03/03/world/when-johnson-johnson-fell-behindon-its-vaccines-the-biden-administration-stepped-in-to-broker-a-deal.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2021/03/04/health/covid-vaccine-johnson-and-johnsonrollout.html
https://www.npr.org/2021/03/03/973486060/church-leaders-say-johnsonjohnson-vaccine-should-be-avoided-if-possible

BIDEN’S REOPENING OF MIGRANT FACILITIES: WAS HIS
PROMISE FOR REFORM HOLLOW?
3/9/2021

President Biden reopens a Trump-era facility for migrant children outraging
many, including fellow Democrats.
By Annika Henthorn
News Reporter
During President Biden’s campaign, he vowed to undo the inhumane,
immigration policies Trump implemented during his presidency. However,
this has taken a quick turn after Biden announced he has reopened an
emergency facility for migrant teens, which was last opened in the summer
of 2019 for one month under the Trump administration.
Located in Carrizo Springs, Texas, this facility holds up to 700 children from
ages 13-17, according to The Washington Post. Officials say its reopening
serves as additional space since COVID-19 has cut the capacity of the facilities
in half. Due to the reversal of Trump’s immigration policy, there has been a
spike of unaccompanied, migrant children, with 5,700 reported in January,
the highest total according to The Washington Post.
The ideal goal for the facility is to ensure that the child is there for no more
than 30 days, arranging for an approved sponsor to care for the child.
However, the average time a child typically spends is 42 days. Denise Bell, a
researcher for refugee and migrant rights at Amnesty International USA has
told Business Insider that “a government agency is not a parent for children.”
She later goes on to say that “children who are alone need to be
accommodated for their safety while the government identifies and reunites
them with appropriate sponsors. We don't want to endanger children and we

don't want them held in detention or in facilities that don't meet their best
interests."
Business Insider has revealed that because this facility is deemed an influx
facility, it is not subject to state regulations and unlicensed in childcare,
prompting much concern. These facilities are typically temporary and meant
for emergencies, not permanent residence. For many, this feels as though
the United States have regressed in its progress for reformed immigration
policy. The re-opening of a facility that caused such protest and controversy
during Trump’s presidency has caused people to speculate if Biden’s promise
for a more humane immigration system was hollow. Linda Brandmiller, an
immigration lawyer who represents unattended minors, strongly believes
"it's unnecessary, it's costly, and it goes absolutely against everything Biden
promised he was going to do." Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez also spoke out that
"is not okay, never has been okay, never will be okay — no matter the
administration or party."
However, some argue that although it’s never an easy decision, COVID-19 has
complicated decisions on how to properly care for migrant children. Mark
Greenberg, a senior fellow at the nonpartisan Migration Policy Institute and
former HHS official, has told Business Insider that "opening an influx facility
is never something that people want to do, but sometimes, it's the only
alternative to having children backed up in [Customs and Border Protection]
holding facilities that are totally inappropriate for children.” Although both
are not ideal, many believe that the administration is facing a tough and
time-sensitive issue on how to safely house the growing number of migrant
children during the pandemic.

CREATIVE WRITING STUDENTS GIVEN A PLATFORM TO
SHARE THEIR WORK
3/9/2021
Graduate Student Writing Reading series gives students an opportunity to
showcase their literary creations.
By Kiera O’Hara-Heinz
News Reporter
On Monday March 1, 2021, Saint Mary’s hosted a Graduate Student Reading,
part of the school of creative writings weekly Graduate Student Reading
series. The Graduate Student Reading series takes place every Monday
evening at 6:00pm over zoom. The series features the works of different MFA
Candidates every week. This week the reading featured the readings of four
students from the Poetry, Fiction, and Creative Nonfiction programs.
One of the first readers of the night was Jenyth Gearhart-Utchen, a Poetry
program student and the Poet Laureate of San Ramon. She was introduced
by ‘22 graduate Stella Santa Maria who described Gearhart-Utchen’s poetry
as “visual art.” Gearhart-Utchen read several poems that she had written
over the past year, centered on a variety of themes and events, including
quarantine and the Sonoma County wildfires that took place this summer.
Most of her poems had a nature and outdoor themes with titles like “Waiting
for Lady Banks Rose,” “Retaining Wall” and “Running After the Recycling Truck
on New Years Shoes.” As a part of the SMC MFA program, she has
experienced a dramatic shift in her writing and has found her writing getting
shorter and more intense. Over the last year she has found inspiration in
small details of the world around her.

“During the pandemic, I've decided to focus on the small, mundane, but
magical and wonderful things I've never noticed before, rather than the
larger, less controllable aspects of our lives,” Gearhart-Utchen said. “For
instance, when my garage door wouldn't shut, I realized a sunbeam was
hitting the safety sensor for about 5 minutes. That became a poem about
"nature enticing artificial intelligence."
Gearhart-Utchen was followed by Fiction student Nick Golden, who read a
humorous piece about an animated bong. Putting on a Pete Davidsonesque
narrator voice, Golden entertained the whole zoom meeting with his story of
a guy who spends all day getting stoned while working for the U.S.
Government until his bong comes to life and urges him to get his life
together.
Although the story is fiction there is still an element of truth to it. Golden
based the story off of his own experience living in Florida and working for a
Congressman after his graduation from Saint Mary’s in 2014. While in Florida,
he found himself isolated with a tough time making friends because of the
cultural difference of his California upbringing and “stoner personality” and
his coworkers who “literally believed President Obama wasn't American,
wanted more guns on the street, didn't understand various movements, and
the voters there held some radical views.”
Golden describes his time in Florida as one of the bottom points of his life,
and because of this, found himself unable to write about it from a nonfiction
lens, inspired by surrealist shows like Wilfred and Man Seeking woman, he
gave the bong in his story, “my own retrospective thoughts and criticisms of
my past lonely self was a fun way to blend what happened when I was living
there, while making it comedic to brush over the isolation and loneliness of
the narrator.”
After graduation he hopes to continue in the writing world through
continuing to write his memoir, write fiction short stories, and submitting

fiction and nonfiction essays for publication. He acknowledges that it is rare
for writers to be able to make a living only out of writing and wants to use his
writing skills in the corporate world to find a job copyediting, content
researching or in internal communications.
The night ended with the poetry of Poetry student Jacqueline Simon. Her first
poem she read, titled “Atonement,” was about not fasting on Yom Kippur,
intergenerational conflict, and the feeling of personal lacking. She read
another poem about an experience with her husband's heart condition. She
also read a collection of poetry called her crown sonnets that she began
writing at the beginning of quarantine on March 19th 2020. She then finished
the night by reading an excerpt from a longer poem of hers titled “Donkeys.”
Her writing inspiration comes from the world around her,“I would say that
mostly my inspiration comes from the non-human world. But it's more than
that. It is more like how our reactions and interactions with the non-human
world define us. And highlight our responsibilities to the world and each
other. Both the necessity and the intrinsic value inherent in these
relationships.”

44 DAYS EVENT: THE REALITY OF 111 TAYLOR STREET
3/9/2021
On March 3rd the Saint Marys Community welcomed, on behalf of the Center for
Women and Gender Equity, Porche Taylor and Courtney Morris. As previewed in a
recent article the discussion is in honor of the 44 days event on campus, and a
follow up with these women advocating for change in the criminal justice system.
By Ally Sullivan
News Reporter
Recently incarcerated individuals who reside at 111 Taylor Street, have been
the victims of a mass COVID-19 outbreak that could have been prevented. As
part of parole they were not allowed to wear masks. Courtney Morris,
Organizer of No Justice Under Capitalism, expressed her concern and
commitment to help these individuals. Morris has recently been actively
demanding mass releases throughout prisons to decrease deaths from the
COVID-19 outbreak. As a local advocate for abolishing the prison system,
Morris is not alone in her efforts.
Porche Taylor, Founder of Prison from the Inside Out, and owner of her own
reentry facilities expresses her disgust toward places like 111 Taylor Street.
“It is a disgusting look at what transitioning has been in the past years
because of privatization” Taylor said. The Taylor street institution is owned by
the GEO group. As stated on their website, the GEO groups core reentry
treatments includes training in behavioral treatment, substance abuse
education and treatment as well as work readiness/ vocational skills. This is
not the services that were provided to current resident Malik Washington.

Malik Washington was denied access to drug rehabilitation centers without
regards to the high drug use that exists just outside the doors of the
institution. Washington was sent to 111 Taylor street on a work release
program, as a Journalist Washington went to work at a rally, and was told
that it was not authorized. Inhumane treatment at 111 Taylor street seems to
be another one of GEO groups core values.
As opposed to privatized reentry institutions, Taylor strives and succeeds at
providing these second chance citizens with a home environment where they
are treated as respectable human beings. Taylor believes in serving the
incarcerated and recently incarcerated with compassion, empathy, and
respect. “We have a lot of work to do, they cannot fight alone,” Taylor said.
Taylor and Morris are working to change the narrative, and educate people
around common misconceptions about the prison system. The biggest one
that Morris points out, is that they keep us safe, however crime and homicide
rates have not gone down. These women advocate strongly that people do
not need prison, but rather social services in their everyday lives. As Morris
states, “When people have what they need, they don't commit crime.”
Thank you to these women for sharing their stories, and for bringing
awareness and action to the increasing incarceration problem. The Saint
Marys Community thanks you for taking time out of your day to educate and
inspire all those who attended the event.

OPINION
TWO STUDENTS DEBATE: SHOULD THE ELECTORAL
COLLEGE STAY OR GO
3/9/2021

Opinion Columnists Riley Mulcahy and Lenin O’Mahony debate whether or not the
Electoral College should be removed. Mulcahy argues for the Electoral College’s
removal, O’Mahony argues for the Electoral College to stay.
Pro: The Electoral College Must Be Dismantled
Electors Need to Be Replaced by The Most Vulnerable: The Voters
By Riley Mulcahy
Opinion Columnist
The election of a new president every four years is a showcase of America’s
values and how voters want America to be seen to the rest of the world.
Voting is a fundamental freedom in the United States, however, it is
continually undermined by the continuation of the Electoral College. The
system represents a pattern in American politics that discredits the values of
American voters and rewards mediocrity and complacency. Originally
created to be a compromise in how to determine elections, the Electoral
College won against the popular vote, and Congress deciding the new
president.
In the 2000 election, George W. Bush beat Al Gore because of the Electoral
College, even though Gore won the popular vote by approximately 500,000
votes. The election ended in a recount that was stopped by the Supreme
Court, with Bush winning 271 of the required 270 electoral votes for his
narrow victory.

Given the legacy of George W. Bush and the trauma associated with the wars
in Afghanistan and Iraq that were positioned by Bush because of “weapons
of mass destruction” (which was later proven to be a lie), one has to question
the legitimacy of the Electoral College. With over 300 million people in the
United States alone, why do we rely on an archaic system that has roughly
500 people determining the fate of America?
The connection between gerrymandering and the Electoral College must be
ridiculed. Both political parties are guilty of gerrymandering in the past and
right now the worst offender right now are the Republicans. Furthermore,
given the power of gerrymandering in this country by both political parties,
how can we trust the electors to make a fair decision?
To put it into perspective, 500 people are chosen to vote for the president of
the United States, and there is a history of corruption from both parties. The
problem we are facing as a society is we are asking what has become the
institution of voting to change, when we still have its supporters running the
United States government.
In the 2016 election, former President Trump beat Hillary Clinton by way of
the Electoral College, even though Clinton won the popular vote by millions.
The Electoral College pushes unqualified candidates to the presidency, and
the results can be deadly. Rather than voting with the majority of the voters,
America has insisted on relying on a system that does not work.
Every vote must count in order for society to have a fair understanding of the
American people. Although some may argue that the Electoral College
balances the representation of voters and creates a fair way to service the
wider community, this is simply not true. The 270 needed for a win does not
represent the millions of people who live in this great country. For example,
California has 55 electoral votes for nearly 40 million people, while the state
of New York has 28.

The growing political divide in America is reason enough to get rid of the
Electoral College. The 14th amendment states that electors must be
disqualified if they are a part of an insurrection, Republicans have shown
little remorse about the January 6th riots. Therefore, if Congress refuses to
do the right thing and rid of the Electoral College, there must be an audit
done on past electors and their potential involvement or support of the
insurrection and whether they even think the popular vote should count.
The ambiguity that is created based on the Electoral College simply is
unacceptable. When a person votes, there should not a discussion on
whether or not it counts, which is one of the main arguments people make
while trying to excuse not voting. The population of a state should not
determine an election, the voters should. If we switch the popular vote, it will
give individuals the chance to have true power in our democracy, not special
interest groups that are determined to flip a state blue or red depending of
the candidate, that is what local and state elections are for.
Even if a state leans Democratic or Republican, a person should be able to
vote for their candidate knowing that their vote matters just as much as any
other voter in any other state does. We should be creating a more
transparent system, not an unethical one. The Electoral College is a terrible
politician saving grace because instead of following the will of the voters, a
small group chooses what is best for America.
Con: The Electoral College is Essential to Revealing the Voices of All
States
While not a perfect system, the Electoral College is a compromised form of voting
that ensures that each state, regardless of size, is properly represented when the
ballots come to town.
By Lenin O’Mahony
Opinion Columnist

The Electoral College is not perfect, and it was never claimed to be. But it is
most definitely the best option we have for electing a president to guide the
states and territories that make up the United States of America. We may
critique the faults of this system, and we may seek ways to improve the
system, but if we rush to abandon the electoral college we will fail to see the
faults in the alternative of a purely popular vote. We need to look at the
function of the electoral college, and how our country has worked in order to
see why it is important we keep this system.
First, there is the history of the Electoral College. This system was born from
compromise. Smaller states were concerned about being overshadowed by
New York, Virginia, and Pennsylvania. Early on there were suggestions of
state legislatures electing the president, and each state having a singular
vote, or even possibly having Congress elect the president. The Electoral
College was the decided compromise, where each state would have the
people vote in a popular election, and the winner of that state would win the
electoral votes, the number of which would be determined by the
representatives in Congress. This way smaller states would have higher
standing in terms of the election of the president, and the people would still
be valued in that process.
We are made up of separate states with separate governments and state
laws. It is important we do not overlook the importance of these states, and
the states we live in. We focus so much on the federal government, on
federal elections, we forget how much our lives are actually affected and
governed by our states. States are responsible for the planning and paying of
roads, public education, provide water, run emergency services, license
professions, and arrange elections. That means that the water we drink
everyday, the water our children drink, is under the control of our state
officials. The safety and cleanliness of our roads is again, decided by the state
we live in. Everything from the trustworthiness of our professionals to the

quality of our fire departments, police, and medical services, is under the
state. Each state operates separately, with different governments, laws, and
systems.
Many have argued that the vote of a citizen in a larger state is devalued,
which is true. The vote of someone in a larger state will have less technical
significance than the vote of someone in a smaller state on the election. But,
as frustrating as this may be, it is not nearly as frustrating or as dangerous as
a purely popular vote would be. General elections involve presidential
candidates traveling the country, going to states whose electoral votes will be
essential to their election in order to win those citizens' support. This takes
them all over the country, in fact the difficulty of traveling all across the
nation is infamous. They travel from California to Wisconsin, from Ohio to
Lousina, from Arkansas to Maine. They need those states, those people to
support them in order to win.
Now, let's imagine how this would work in a popular vote election. Would our
future presidents need to travel to smaller states, to Maine or Arkansas, to
Utah or New Mexico? No they would not, and if they do not need those
states, they won’t go. They’ll campaign in California, in New York, in Florida
and in every other high population state.
Not only will they campaign there, they’ll base campaign promises and goals
on those states' needs. On those states goals and desires, and all of a sudden
the economies and people of the midwest and the small states will be
forgotten. A president could do nothing for the people of these states and
never suffer the consequences, because they no longer need anywhere near
as many smaller states support in order to win. At a minimum, they will need
just 9 out of 50 states to support them, but of course they wouldn’t get 100%
support from those 9 states, so realistically I believe they need maybe 20
states support to win the general election and enter the White House.

Now instead of someone in California having a lower value vote, someone in
Tennessee has a vote that means absolutely nothing. Now the state
government of Tennessee has no influence on the Presidential office, and
will struggle more to keep the attention of the federal government. Now, the
system that provides Tennessee with water, clean roads, and trusted
professionals is considered irrelevant to the election of the President.
Because the President will need to keep the citizens and governments of
those larger states happy, that will become their priority. The Electoral
College forces the President to pay attention to the needs of all the country,
to ensure all states and their state governments have an equal voice in the
concerns of this country.
If your concern is that votes aren’t equal in the Electoral College, well the
popular election won’t fix that. The electoral college is a part of a precarious
system which, excluding one civil war, has kept 50 seperate states and
governments cooperating and growing. Many of the issues with this system
do not require its removal, but simply require states to address those issues
from within. For example, there is no federal law requiring those electors to
vote according to the popular vote of their states, which causes discomfort
and frustration. However, it is within states capabilities to make that a state
law instead.
The issue of gerrymandering is also something that can be solved through
state legislation and investigation. Issues of racism are problems that can be
resolved, and need to be resolved regardless. For example, many
complained about the lack of polling stations in communities of color. Even
in a popular vote election, that will continue to cause havoc in our
democracy, how will removing the Electoral College resolve that? Are such
issues that could be solved through the voice of the people within their own
state really worth removing entire states from the electoral process? No
electoral system will be perfect, someone will always be trying to find
loopholes and cheat the game, but trading away the electoral college is

simply not the answer in how we move forward as a united and diverse
country.
Author’s Note:
For more information regarding the research conducted for this article please
visit the links below:
Defense of the Electoral College: https://edsitement.neh.gov/closerreadings/defense-electoral-college
Voter Information:
https://votesmart.org/education/states#.YEVcyy2cYXo
Information on American Government:
https://www.theusaonline.com/government/state-local-government.htm
https://www.sos.ca.gov/elections/statistics/voter-participation-stats-county
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States_Electoral_College
https://www.usa.gov/election

TWO STUDENTS DEBATE: DEFUNDING THE POLICE
3/9/2021

Opinion Columnists Brent Dondalski and Emmanuel Simon debate calls to
defund the police. Dondalski argues for defunding the police, Simon argues
against.
Pro: Why We Must Rethink Our Criminal Justice System By Defunding
the Police
By Brent Dondalski
Opinion Columnist
Defunding the police is a necessary step towards restorative justice in
America, and would hopefully lead us out of this abusive cycle of
oppression and punishment. Defunding the police is not about “sticking it
to cops,” but rather about rethinking what crime is, how we want to
structure our society, and separating fact from fiction. You’ll notice that
many (if not all) counterarguments to defund the police revolve around the
same question: well who is going to deal with all the rampant crime? This is
a reasonable question, and one I can best answer with another question:
what if crime was not so rampant?
Defunding the police must start with an honest conversation about how the
police actually function in our society. In mainstream America they play a
savior role; they are the one thing separating our civilization from The
Purge. However, this is a warped misconception. According to the Pew
Research Center, in 2015 only 47% of violent crime and 35% of property
crime was reported to the police. Of those reported crimes, 54% of violent
crimes and 81% of property crimes went unsolved. What makes these

statistics even more surprising is the fact that the vast majority of crimes in
America are non violent property crimes. For every 5 murders, there are
1549.5 nonviolent thefts, according to the Pew Research Center. So the
question of who will solve our crimes is a bit misguided, since the current
system in place is already extremely ineffective at combatting crime.
Police far too often seem more committed to maintaining their position of
power than actually helping people. Over the past decade journalists at
USA Today uncovered at least 85,000 officers who have received
misconduct complaints and a total of at least 200,000 instances of
misconduct, while also noticing a trend of these complaints being filed
away and left to be forgotten. Derek Chauvin, the police officer who
murdered George Floyd, had 17 complaints against him by the time he
knelt on George Floyd’s neck.
The issue isn’t that of individual corrupt police officers however: it’s the
whole system. You may hear people claim it’s “a few bad apples” but they
are forgetting the rest of the phrase: “a few bad apples spoil the bunch.”
The issue isn’t just Derek Chauvin murdering George Floyd in broad
daylight; it’s Officer Tou Thao standing by, watching this innocent man die,
and protecting Chauvin while preventing pedestrians from stepping in and
stopping the abuse. It’s a hauntingly accurate depiction of policing in
America.
For years the unwritten “blue wall of silence” has permeated American
police departments. Simply put, police don’t like holding each other
accountable. In an interview with the Human Rights Watch, former NYPD
Officer Bernard Cawley asserts that “cops don't tell on cops....[I]f a cop
decided to tell on me, his career's ruined....[H]e's going to be labeled as a
rat.” In fact, accountability is disincentivized. Take former Buffalo police
officer Cariol Horne for example, who attempted to physically stop fellow

officer Gregory Kwiatkowski from beating a black man in handcuffs.
Afterwards, the other officers on the scene facetiously claimed Horne had
endangered Kwiatkowski, and she was subsequently fired by the
department just months before collecting her pension. A year later,
Kwiatkowski was put in prison for slamming handcuffed teens into his
police car one by one after pulling them over. Just take a look at this
Twitter thread (hyperlink:
https://twitter.com/greg_doucette/status/1266753721855291395) from the
summer protests to see hundreds of instances of police officers collectively
inflicting violence on protesters.
The current police system is historically entrenched in racism as well. Any
look at the disproportionate incarceration rates or sentencing rates and
one can see a difference. The war on drugs, specifically, has been carried
out by police as a way to harm people of color. One of Nixon’s top aides,
John Ehrlichman, specifically admitted “we knew we couldn’t make it illegal
to be either against the war or black, but by getting the public to associate
the hippies with marijuana and blacks with heroin. And then criminalizing
both heavily, we could disrupt those communities” according to CNN.
How do we reconcile with these phenomena? What is the solution? First
we must recognize that the police system isn’t designed to prevent crime.
Police show up after a crime has already been committed then (hopefully)
seek the perpetrator after the fact for punishment. They don’t actually
prevent the crime from happening in the first place. People commit crime
due to their unsatisfactory material conditions such as poverty, lack of
educational opportunities, lack of housing, etc. It’s why property theft is so
astronomically more frequent than assault or murder.
Yet our society does little to address these factors in the pursuit of reducing
crime. According to the Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, K-12

education funding “has declined dramatically in a number of states over
the last decade.” We continue to increase police budgets every year
despite the crime rate having drastically fallen since the 90’s. According to
the Washington Post, the U.S. spend twice as much on police, prison, and
courts than on social welfare programs.
This is where defunding the police is important. It makes it so we can
divest these excessive police budgets into social services that can lift people
out of poverty or whatever situation they are in. Is a bad home life pushing
a teenager to the streets? Invest in after school programs. Invest in
mentorship programs. Is someone experiencing food insecurity? Invest in
food distribution programs so that they become widely available. Is
someone having a mental health crisis? A stranger with a gun probably is
not the answer; maybe a mental health professional can help deescalate.
The question of who will deal with rampant crime is built on the
assumption that crime is a given that comes with civilization. While this is
true to a certain extent, most crime arises out of unjust societal factors.
Defunding the police isn’t just about shrinking them so their abusive
presence is eliminated from communities, it’s about rendering them
obsolete. Take Camdem, New Jersey for example, where police were
notoriously corrupt and the homicide rate was equivalent to El Salvador.
They disbanded their unionized police force in favor of a new smaller and
less expensive agency. This allowed more money to be invested into social
programs as well as lessening the police presence in general. Pair this with
the new agency’s involvement with the ACLU and other restorative justice
organizations and Camdem saw their crime rate drop 42% as well as
excessive force complaints drop 95% in just seven years according to
CTVNews and Yahoo Finance.
Defunding the police is a necessary policy demand as well as an important
conceptual framework. A lot of arguments against defunding the police

aren’t unreasonable, but they lack imagination. Instead of asking who
would solve rampant crime, why don’t we imagine a society where crime is
not rampant in the first place? Divesting police budgets would mean giving
money to underserved communities and individuals, providing them with
opportunities that will lead them down a different path. Instead of asking
how this would affect these people’s employment status, why don’t we ask
which jobs are necessary for society? Maybe people should take a job that
builds shelters for the unhoused, rather than one that spends money on
weapons that look like they’re from a Call of Duty expansion pack.
We ask police to respond to all of society’s ills while doing little to prevent
these ills at the root. Defunding the police would mean having people
more specialized in certain fields like psychiatry deal with their respective
issues like mental health crises. This would even benefit a smaller detective
agency by freeing up time to deal with more serious crimes such as murder
and sexual assault. However even issues like sexual assault could use
other services like women’s shelters or therapy to alleviate victims traumas
in a way police are not well equipped to do.
Overall defunding the police would help free Americans from a cycle of
violence and punishment. Crime will continue to prevail if not dealt with at
the root. Additionally, pouring more police into communities will likely
harm them further, giving way for more abuse to take place and more of
the budget to occupy. Divesting into social programs that will help people
with their material conditions will ultimately benefit society far more than
the current policing system does.
Author’s Note:
For more information regarding the research used for this article please follow
the links below:

https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/03/01/most-violent-and-propertycrimes-in-the-u-s-go-unsolved/
https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2020/11/20/facts-about-crime-in-the-us/
https://www.usatoday.com/in-depth/news/investigations/2019/04/24/usatoday-revealing-misconduct-records-police-cops/3223984002/
https://nleomf.org/facts-figures/law-enforcement-facts
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/05/30/us/derek-chauvin-george-floyd.html
https://www.hrw.org/legacy/reports/reports98/police/uspo27.htm#P676_18870
2.
https://www.wbur.org/hereandnow/2020/07/21/former-buffalo-police-officer
https://twitter.com/greg_doucette/status/1266753721855291395
https://www.cnn.com/2016/03/23/politics/john-ehrlichman-richard-nixon-drugwar-blacks-hippie/index.html
https://www.cbpp.org/research/state-budget-and-tax/a-punishing-decade-forschool-funding
https://www.politico.com/interactives/2020/police-budget-spending-georgefloyd-defund/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2020/06/07/over-past-60-years-morespending-police-hasnt-necessarily-meant-less-crime/

https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/2020/06/04/us-spends-twice-muchlaw-order-it-does-social-welfare-data-show/
https://www.ctvnews.ca/world/defunding-the-police-a-seven-year-case-study1.4975958
https://money.yahoo.com/camden-nj-where-defunding-the-police-worked-didntreally-defund-the-police-105251107.html

Con: Defunding Bad Ideas, An Argument Against Defunding the Police
By Emmanuel Simon
Opinion Columnist
Defunding the police would be detrimental to the safety and well-being of
the American people. By defunding the police, people mean relocating
either some or all funds from the police, the latter resulting in getting rid of
the police entirely. It should be immediately obvious that defunding the
police isn’t currently a good idea since those who advocate to defund them
don’t even agree on what they mean. We might as well just end the debate
here. But instead, I will show why these demands are merely nonsensical.
Most who argue in favor of defunding the police do so in order to do away
with police brutality and abuse. I mean, if there are no police, there can’t be
any police brutality by definition right? But this line of reasoning shatters
into pieces when it is put in practice. Take a look at what has happened in
Minneapolis for example. The American people in Minneapolis demanded
to defund the police and got exactly what they wanted, with a teeny-tiny
exception. For some reason, as police officers in Minneapolis were put out
of their jobs, murders and rapes increased at significant rates. I’m no
genius, but I think there might be a correlation. As a response the

Americans in Minneapolis then demanded for more policing, spending 6.4
million dollars to hire more police.
What happened in Minneapolis shows us two things. First, defunding the
police doesn’t work. On top of all the other social programs that are meant
to help others, we need the police. It's just a fact. Second, that if we want to
rid crime and all other injustices, we have to start with changing people's
hearts. I’m all for getting rid of officers who use their power to oppress the
innocent. But if Americans want reform, defunding the police will only hurt
us as it did in Minneapolis. We can get rid of bad cops and keep the good
cops without having to get rid of all cops.
Furthermore, isn’t it insensitive to defund the police amongst the COVID
crisis? Millions of Americans have been impacted by COVID, many even
losing their jobs. Those who want to defund the police forget to take into
consideration that there are many underprivileged officers who work for
the police force. To advocate for social programs that help people along
with defunding the police is hypocritical at best. The death rate in the U.S.
due to suicides has increased by 20-30% due to unemployment. It’s
unintelligible to even imagine that defunding the police will solve our
problems. Rather, defunding the police potentially leads to suicides by the
former officers. The goal in our America is to save innocent lives, not to get
them killed.
But perhaps one might still not be convinced. Perhaps one might agree
with the popular argument that,‘the police need to be defunded because
their budgets are so disproportionate when compared to other social
services that are intended to help people.’ One only needs to look at our
government’s yearly spending to see that the facts state otherwise. At a
Federal, State, and Local level, healthcare, welfare, transportation, and
education programs are funded more than the police. These programs are

meant to help people. Thus, the popular argument that police budgets are
disproportionate to other social services is merely dishonest.
Another common argument against defunding the police is that the police
only show up after a crime has occurred. This is sometimes true. However,
such an argument forgets that police can prevent crimes or accidents
before they occur. People get pulled over for speeding and drunk driving all
the time. Generally, speeders and drunk-drivers put those lives who are on
the road more at risk. Furthermore, the police also take care of noise
complaints. If a member in the community blasts their music in the middle
of the night, one might try to tell that person to quiet down. But if they
don’t, then what? The view that police only show up after a crime has
occurred doesn’t take into account the facts as a whole, but only picks and
chooses some to fit a certain narrative.
Let’s also not forget about the death of Trayvon Martin in 2012. He was
shot dead at the hands of Zimmerman. Zimmerman claimed that he did
not murder Martin, but instead acted out of self-defense. Those who
thought Trayvon Martin was unjustly murdered argued that the police, and
not members of the community, should enforce the law. Are these the
same people who want to defund the police? Did those who demand to
defund the police forget about what happened to Trayvon Martin? Their
own narratives don’t match up.
Presidents Obama and Biden certainly haven’t forgotten, yet they find
themselves opposed to their own party when it comes to defunding the
police. Though Obama’s position is not identical to mine, he does say
something quite interesting. ‘I think the phrase implies that somehow we
could do without the police or that the police are the only source of our
problem.’ We as a community need the police.

President Biden also says something quite hilarious. During Biden and
Trump’s first debate in 2020, President Biden said that Trump ‘proposes
cutting half a billion dollars of local police support,’ while Biden wants to
continue supporting our police. According to the current President, if you
wanted a president who would defund the police, Trump would have been
your guy. Oh well, at least there’s still the 2024 election.
The narrative and arguments behind defunding the police are very
attractive, until they are examined in light of the facts. I would, however,
like to end by commending the other side. Their desire for justice is a noble
desire. They seek a community of healing. I propose the following. If we
want to heal as a community and fight against injustices, we have to love
our enemies. This is a radically different solution than the one offered by
the Marxists, where instead, we are told that the oppressed need to
oppress the oppressors. The Marxist solution enacted makes us become
the very monsters we are trying to get rid of. Like many in our community, I
too would like to see better relations between the people and the police.
But this can only be done through love.
Author’s Note
A link noting the different meanings of defunding the police:
https://www.cnn.com/2020/06/06/us/what-is-defund-police-trnd/index.html
Minneapolis on recruiting more police officers:
https://abcnews.go.com/US/wireStory/minneapolis-spend-64m-recruit-policeofficers-75875382

Data suggesting that unemployment during COVID-19 has increased suicide
rates: https://www.thelancet.com/journals/lanpsy/article/PIIS22150366(20)30141-3/fulltext

Government Yearly Spending:
https://www.usgovernmentspending.com/year_spending_2021USrn_22rs2n_805
000#usgs302
President Obama’s view on defunding the police:
https://www.complex.com/life/2020/11/barack-obama-complex-news-360-withspeedy-morman-interview-things-we-learned/obama-would-not-defund-police
President Biden’s view on defunding the police:
https://abcnews.go.com/Politics/fact-check-biden-trump-rival-defundpolice/story?id=72554629

GOODBYE, GRADUATES. IT WAS NICE KNOWING YOU:
SMC’S ADMINISTRATION BIDS THE SENIORS FAREWELL
3/9/2021

Regardless of a change.org petition calling for an in-person graduation, Saint
Mary’s’ administration fails to reconsider their earlier decision canceling the 2021
commencement and, in so doing, neglects to properly commemorate the
achievements of their graduating class.
By Katelyn McCarthy
Opinion Columnist
Johnny shall never come marching home, nor shall he ever receive his hearty
welcome. At least, not at Saint Mary’s.
Anyone having listened in on phone and Zoom conversations held among
Saint Mary’s’ seniors in the past few weeks will have realized that the topic of
graduation has made many of them anything but happy campers.
A recent petition asking Saint Mary’s to reconsider her cancellation of her
traditional commencement ceremonies is indicative of this fact. Having
garnered over 600 signatures thus far (a number just about equivalent to the
size of the graduating class), it is clear that a significant portion of the Saint
Mary’s community disagrees sharply with the administration’s sudden
decision.
While the College attempts to stamp a cheery face on every decision she
makes regarding her response to COVID-19, doing so has masked over the
glum reality in which most students have found themselves mired. Her
pronouncement regarding commencement is the latest and one of the most
extreme.

One only graduates from college once. It is, for most students, the
celebration of the culmination of their academic careers. Completing a
rigorous course of study, especially under a year and a half of adverse
circumstances, is a fundamentally different sort of thing than, say, a
kindergarten graduation. The two ought not be treated equivocally. And yet,
it seems as though they are.
The solemnity of the collegiate commencement merits more than a caravan
around campus. It is fundamentally dehumanizing to hold a graduation
ceremony in which one is required to interact with the backs of one’s peers’
heads through the confines of a metal box penetrable only by translucent
panes of glass. After having been removed from their classmates and
professors for over a year, Saint Mary’s’ seniors deserve one last reminder
that they are actually Gaels and not just walking dollar signs who are
expediently booted out once their time is up.

If Zoom school has been house arrest, then a drive-through graduation is but
parole. A traditional commencement, on the other hand, is freedom. Isn’t
that what a graduation, especially celebrating a liberal arts education, is all
about?
I, for one, would be more than happy to graduate in-person either in May or
when it becomes permissible to do so some time in the future. I suggest that
the administration communicate with their graduates as to what the
graduates’ preferred ceremony might be, and plan from there.
The College, however, has not conceded the possibility of even a postponed
graduation. Instead, she has thrown in the towel. “Congratulations,
graduates,” she seems to say. “It was nice knowing you.
“After all you have gone through—being abruptly separated from your
friends, classmates, and professors; spending over a year in quarantine

staring at your computer screens so as to benefit the health of the College at
large; being deprived of human connection, meaningful education, and
spiritual growth in community—we would like to dismiss you quietly and with
little fanfare.”
This “sending off” by Saint Mary’s’ administration is contrary to the human
and Christian treatment of the student that our College promotes. Saint
Mary’s needs to reconsider the decision to cancel the 2021 commencement
ceremonies and give our graduating Gaels the opportunity for the
celebration that they deserve.
Author's Note: Individuals interested in reading the petition campaigning for a
traditional commencement may do so here: https://www.change.org/p/jyc3stmarys-ca-edu-saint-mary-s-college-students-want-in-person-commencementour-grad-class-is-small-enough?redirect=false

NOT ON OUR CAMPUS
3/9/2021

When Venessa Ramirez, Sara Mameesh, and I discovered the art of a Nazi on campus,
we knew action needed to be taken to get those ideals off our campus.
By Melanie Moyer
Associate Editor
It started with a sunny afternoon and a quiet courtyard. The three of us maintain a small,
socially distant bubble in the name of COVID-19 safety, which has let us delve deep into
conversations we are all passionate about. It was during one of these conversations that
we began discussing the strange statue that watched us as we enjoyed our quiet evening.
We were curious as to why a naked little boy would be holding a falcon, and, to better
understand the art, looked up the back story of creator Fritz von Graeventiz. Venessa
was understandably speechless with what appeared on her screen. How does one go
about telling their friends that they were in the presence of art created by a member of
the Third Reich?
Our trio is united on the common ground of fighting for marginalized groups and derive
much of our passion for social justice from personal experiences. Seeing the face of Hitler,
a man who led a movement that took the lives of over six million people and created
ideals that still plague our society with racism and intolerance, sculpted by the same
hands that created the statue in front of us was sickening. It is impossible to deny the
repulsive history of an artist once you see a picture of him sculpting a giant eagle and
swastika. The Saint Mary’s campus and community mean so much to all of us that it was
devastating to think about how long this artist and his ideals resided on campus without
the student body knowing. Our call to action came from solidarity with the Jewish
community and the rejection of our culture’s pattern of not holding people accountable for
terrible actions.
That evening, we emailed a trusted professor about what our next moves should be, and
she advised that we created a petition to get support from fellow students. On Tuesday
evening, we made the petition and were overwhelmed with the immediate response. After
receiving over 500 signatures in the first few days, we got a much-anticipated response
from the school about how they would handle our discovery and demands.

Our petition demanded not only the permanent removal of the statue but also an apology,
an explanation for why it had been bought for the school, and a replacement with a piece
of art that celebrates the Jewish culture and its prosperity. The school has yet to respond
to these demands or take public action towards fulfilling them. They have only
“temporarily” taken down the statue. In translation, they have only “temporarily” rejected
the presence of Nazi ideals on campus.
One of the most significant conversations going on in the world of art, music, and literature
is whether we should separate works from their problematic creators. Many of my
literature classes have grappled with the issue of whether or not we should be reading
the books of men who have sexually harassed or abused women. I know many people
who no longer listen to Michael Jackson or R. Kelly because of their abusive behavior.
Overall, most can agree that it is problematic to support abusive artists when they
financially benefit from it, but we are still caught up in the debate of whether their work
should be appreciated in the same way when no financial transaction is involved. The
case of “Falcon Boy” is unique because the artist and his estate do not profit from the
statue remaining on campus, though it should be noted that if this statue was bought from
the artist or his trust, there is a chance that institutional funds could have supported the
Nazi. Further, the statue has no surface-level ties to the Nazi regime and has no
iconographic ties to the group. Some have tried to argue that the statue is harmless
because it depicts the deceased younger brother of the artist, implying that we should
feel ashamed for denying the familial history of the artist.
In this case, we must recognize that artistic production will always be an extension of the
ideals of an individual, otherwise art would have no connection to the social world we live
in. The art we make is in constant conversation with our lives and responds to our
experiences and hopes for the future, and thus, a piece of art will always stand for the
character of the individual who made it. We do not want the expression of someone who
even sympathized with, let alone participated in, the Nazi regime on our campus. For the
sake of Jewish students on campus, as well as those who come from other groups
targeted and murdered by the Nazi party—we cannot forget that Hitler targeted Black
people, the Roma and Sinti, people of color, LGBTQ+ people, people with mental and
physical disabilities, women, and so many other groups—these ideals cannot be on our
campus. Fritz von Graeventiz does not belong in our inclusive community.
We have often been met with the argument that this statue somehow represents the
history of the Holocaust, and, by demanding its removal, we forget our “shared history.”
I, and so many others, am tired of the eurocentric and colonialist belief that European
history must be the dominant history in education and cultural attitudes. I do not deny that
we must learn from the Holocaust and the rise of the Nazi regime in Europe, especially
as we recover from a presidency that teetered on fascism and invited racist, sexist, and

xenophobic beliefs into our political discourses and legal decisions. However, it is
infuriating that those who advocate for “shared history” are really advocating for the
celebration of times when white supremacy ran rampantly through our society and
justified the murder of millions of people. If we want a piece of art that teaches its viewers
about the Holocaust, the murder of two-thirds of Europe’s Jewish population, and the
terrors of World War II, it should not be an ambiguous representation of a Nazi’s deceased
younger brother.
Many have told us that “Falcon Boy” represents history, but I wonder how a piece of art
can represent or teach us about history when there is no explanation accompanying it.
How can the struggle of those who fought during World War II be represented when the
observer has no idea what they are looking at? Every museum that responsibly features
historical art and artifacts from the lowest points in human history has explanations along
with their work, but the display of “Falcon Boy” lacked this integral aspect. What can be
learned when there is no direct message about war being conveyed?
Ramirez, Mameesh, and I knew that when we went public with our discovery we were
making ourselves susceptible to the opinions of the general public. We knew that people
get uncomfortable when groups of diverse and empowered women target the structures
of power and privilege that exist in the United States and beyond. Our petition was
ridiculed with trolls and we received emails from ‘Boomers’ and ‘Karens,’ but we also
received an overwhelming amount of love and support from our community. It is still hard
to fathom that over 1,300 people stood with us and that we had our pursuit featured on
several news outlets. Our intentions have always been to make the Saint Mary’s
community inclusive for all, and we will continue to fight for this with this endeavor and
others so long as we are students here. We hope that this petition shows the power of
our voices when we come together, and urge supporters to keep fighting for our demands
to be met.

CULTURE
ZOOM AND MENTAL HEALTH: HOW HAS TIME ONLINE
HURT STUDENTS?
3/9/2021

Exploring how students are feeling a year into distanced based learning, their
mental health and struggles surrounding virtual learning.
Maia Pagán
Culture Columnist
Who would have thought that our beloved internet would become the
enemy when we entered Zoom school? It sounds ideal at first: stay at home
all day in a pair of sweats does sound like a perfect day for most of us, then
having school canceled - yes, please give me more time. Unfortunately, the
flip has happened; now, going on Zoom for a class is something students
dread. Every day, students try to find new pockets of joy since they can’t see
their friends, are stuck at home and feel Zoom fatigue.
What are the symptoms of zoom fatigue? Some symptoms include tiredness,
worry, and burnout associated with overusing Zoom or other platforms of
communication. Zoom and Zooming are part of our vocabulary, anxiety, lack
of motivation, isolation, and inequity, which creates a mental health crisis.
I know I have felt exhausted and anxious after Zooming, and I never want to
turn my camera on. I prefer asynchronous days instead. Many students feel
that they do better when they do not have to have their cameras in a Zoom
class. Most students prefer their work to be asynchronous. These students
meet with their teachers during office hours for assistance. According to an
anon survey on Instagram, some students took a gap year because they
couldn't handle the lack of teaching mixed with their ADHD, making it hard to

focus on the assignments. They felt that there was no off time, and had to be
on their computer frequently, which is not an optimal learning situation for
students with ADHD and anxiety, creating barriers. Often on zoom with backto-back meetings all day, students feel less motivated to do their work and
less excited to join their class and talk with their peers.
Zoom is now the primary platform for contact with family, friends, teachers,
and classmates. Humans are social beings, and being isolated can have a
substantial negative impact on mental health. Not communicating with
people face-to-face makes it difficult to understand specific coursework and
results in a mechanical classroom setting, making participation a dread.
Many students have reported a rise in laziness and disconnection because of
their constant computer exposure. They don't feel as motivated and are
distracted because Zoom happens at home, and home life can be noisy and
busy. However, in classrooms, the whole focus is on the class, so there are
no outside distractions.
Zoom and online learning also have socioeconomic inequities for students
who cannot afford a computer or have Wi-Fi. The alternative was public
computers at libraries that are now closed due to the pandemic.
Unfortunately, we live in a society where it is common not to consider these
barriers in education. Some schools lend out laptops to their students,
mostly for elementary, middle, and even high school, but not commonly for
college students. College students already have a hard time paying for
college tuition, room and board, and daily living expenses, and having a
computer is another expense not readily available or afforded. Not every
student can afford to live on campus, especially during the pandemic when
there is a loss of jobs.
Mental health has an enemy in Zoom. Zoom negatively affects students'
mental health and creates a greater struggle to navigate an education.

Recently on a student Anon-Instagram survey, people shared their ideas on
what can be changed:
● Take time out of break-out rooms to get to know each other, especially
for transfer students.
● Create videos to get to know each other, and don’t just go straight into
academics.
● It’s essential to create a more flexible way for office hours because
everyone is doing zoom for class, homework, and office hours,
contributing to more zoom fatigue.
● Create more engagement, transform classes into Zoom-friendly
environments. Lessen the amount of time staring at a computer with
quiet time, off-screen time, and maybe music.
● More teacher availability with email or text for questions, rather than
office hours, creates a more straightforward communication process.
● Discover ways to keep students motivated, especially for transfer
students, which at times feel neglected.
● More time to adjust to zoom a transition time.
● Introduce new students; teachers create participation with a get-toknow-me post or video.
● Students let out early with no discussion posts.
● All classwork should be asynchronous, with one check-in date and a
self-paced model.
These ideas aim to create a more student-friendly environment for students
to prevent zoom fatigue and mental health. Pandemic, Zoom, Zooming, and
mental health are creating a dangerous cocktail of despair. Let’s look at one
another with empathy, tolerance, and an awareness of one’s privilege. Zoom
is an enemy to mental health and can be treated effectively to minimize the
symptoms and allow the individual to function in work, school, and social
environments.

KIMYE: THE END OF AN ERA
3/9/2021

A look back on the Kardashian-West reign, what could have contributed to the fall
out, and their futures as individuals.
By Isabelle Delostrinos
Culture Columnist
One of the most influential couples of our generation has officially filed for
divorce. Sources like NBC News, Cosmopolitan, and TMZ have confirmed the
couple’s split in early February. After six years of marriage, the power couple
have agreed to call it quits. In remembering the couple’s time together, let’s
revisit their individual forces in the industry, and how their relationship took
their influence to another level.
Kanye West began making his presence in the entertainment industry in the
early 2000s. His album, Graduation, put him on the map in 2007. His lighter,
more technical sound behind his intelligent flow changed the game of rap
and hip hop. In a sea of heavy hitters and rappers who branded themselves
around gang activity, West seemed like the new kid on the block with his
different approach. He not only had an ear and knowledge for music
production, but also an eye for fashion. West put many trends on the market.
In 2009 the artist designed his first shoe in collaboration with Nike making a
priceless shoe in the market, the Nike Air Yeezy.
Kim Kardashian took a more different approach to achieving fame.
Kardashian was first known as Paris Hilton’s assistant, a socialite during the
early 2000s. She made several appearances on Hilton’s reality show, The

Simple Life, a foreshadow into what was in store for her later on. Keeping Up
With the Kardashians first aired in 2007, which featured the daily lives of the
Kardashian-Jenner clan. With social media on the rise the Kardashians not
only changed reality TV, but the online culture and influential presence a
person can have.
The 2014 marriage between the two celebrities caused a ton of controversy
in its early stages. Many didn’t believe that the two were a compatible match.
A genius in the rap game wed to a reality TV star? It was something the public
had to wrap their head around, but their love deemed real. West constantly
showed his love and appreciation for Kardashian by gifting her extravagant
gifts. For example, West bought over $100,000 worth of stocks under
Kardashian’s name as a Christmas gift. He also hired a string quartet to play
live music for her among a sea of roses the morning of Valentine’s Day. As
their family grew to six, so did their individual careers. Kardashian added
“West” to her name brands, and was able to jump start KKW Fragrance, KKW
Beauty and SKIMs, while West himself released new music and continued to
take over the streetwear game with Yeezy.
The public began to see West’s decline in 2016. Fans became first hand
witnesses to the artist’s mental breakdowns during his Saint Pablo national
tour. He became known for starting shows late, ending them early, and
calling out bold statements towards fellow artists. He never got to finish the
tour as he became hospitalized for mental health observation, which led to
over twenty shows to be refunded to fans. Since then, West has only ever
been in the news for controversial reasons. He used Twitter as an outlet to
express his unpopular opinions and even spoke negatively of mother in law,
Kris Jenner. Beside raising her children and running her multiple businesses,
Kardashian was left to clean up all of West’s incidents in the media.

Since then the rapper has stayed out of the spotlight, making a limited
number of appearances on Keeping Up With the Kardashians. His public
presence became overshadowed as the younger generation took over. As
there are no true facts released about the motives behind divorce, we can
only look forward into what this means for the family. As a fan who has
always kept up with the Kardashians, I am interested to see Kardashian in
her own spotlight. Many have claimed that the celebrity would not be where
she is without West. But with this divorce and freedom from the reality show,
Kardashian has a chance to prove herself to the millions looking down on
her. But besides the separation, I believe perspectives on mental health can
be taken away from this as well.

EMMA WATSON HANGING UP HER ACTING SHOES?
3/9/2021
After much speculation, Emma Watson is not quitting acting, despite what the
internet says.
By Remy Zerber
Culture Columnist
Emma Watson is a British actress who got her start playing Hermione
Granger in the Harry Potter series. She has been acting for 22 years, which is
a long time. She has gone on to play multiple roles, including Belle from
Beauty and the Beast and Meg March from Little Women. She seemed very
happy with her role in the movie because she posted many pictures from the
set on her Instagram. However, people are questioning why she only went to
the premiere of the movie and did not do any other press for it. There has
been some speculation that Emma Watson is quitting acting. Emma Watson
is not quitting acting, despite what the internet says.
Emma Watson has been accused of quitting acting after an article about her
was published in The Daily Mail on February 20, 2021. The article claims that
she would be quitting acting to focus on life with her boyfriend, Leo
Robinton. Robinton is a businessman from Los Angeles, California. Watson
recently moved to LA to be with her boyfriend. The rumor is that she is
retiring from acting to spend more time with him. However, this is fake news
because Watson’s manager said that is not the case. She is just inactive on
social media and she has not taken on any new projects lately. She could just
be taking a break. She has been in multiple films along with done many
things for women’s rights like being “appointed UN Women Goodwill
Ambassador in July 2014” so she could just be relaxing and enjoying some

time off to recharge. She has not gone completely silent because she still
keeps her book club updated for her fans. Her last interview for her book
club’s YouTube channel was in 2019 with Rebecca Solnit.
Emma Watson and Harry Potter fans were devastated to hear that she might
be retiring. Her manager, Jason Weinberg, said that "Emma's social media
accounts are dormant but her career isn't," in a statement to Entertainment
Weekly. One of her fans wrote that “Emma Watson retiring is something very
personal to me,”. “No, I will not be getting over this.” Unfortunately, this is
common among child actors. Most Harry Potter actors have considered
quitting acting at some point. Daniel Radcliffe considered quitting before he
got the role of Harry Potter and Rupert Grint said he considered quitting
after his daughter was born. “Emma Watson retiring is so bittersweet,” wrote
another fan.” However, she has not put out a statement that she is retiring
yet. Watson has taken breaks from acting before. She took a break from
acting before to attend Brown University in 2011. She always comes back to
acting after her breaks. Even though Watson might be taking a break from
acting, she might still participate in the film industry in other ways like
directing, screenwriting, or producing. Fellow actor Bonnie Wright who
played Ginny Weasley has directed some films since her time in Harry Potter.
Clearly, the speculation surrounding Emma Watson saying that she quit
acting is not true. Just because she does not post on social media as much
anymore does not mean she is giving up acting. Emma Watson’s fans are so
happy that she is not quitting acting and they will be patient while she takes a
break.

SPORTS
WHAT TO LOOK FOR IN THE SECOND ROUND OF
THE NBA SEASON
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NBA Spring season brings new changes, spotlighting old stars, teams out for
revenge, and rookies out to create their own trails.
By Mark Molz
Sports Reporter
The second half of the NBA season is underway and with the MVP race up for
grabs and the path to the finals wide open, here is what you need to know
before the next half of games get started.
MVP Race
Lebron James: It is no surprise that Lebron is in the MVP conversation for
yet another year. And let's be honest with ourselves, Lebron could win it
every year and probably should have more times than his already
respectable four MVP Trophies.
At the age of 36 Lebron has continued to silence the ones who doubt him
and excel in a league filled with 20 year old superstars. Boasting an
impressive statline of 25.8 PPG, 8.0 RPG, and 7.8 APG, all in his 18th season is
nothing short of spectacular. Lebron currently has the defending champs
seeded third in a loaded Western Conference, and is only three-and-a-half
games behind the first place Utah Jazz.

Joel Embiid: Meanwhile, on the other side of the league, Joel Embiid is
leading his 76ers to win after win. Currently first in the Eastern Conference,
Embiid has the Sixers ahead of two very impressive teams in the Bucks and
Nets. Averaging an impressive 30.2 PPG, 11.6 RPG, 1.2 STL, and 1.4 BLK,
Embiid has taken his game to a whole nother level this year.
As much as NBA fans want Lebron to win another MVP, it looks as though
Joel Embid is well on his way to winning his first.
NBA Finals Matchup
Western Conference
This is an interesting one to think about as a handful of teams are currently
playing at a championship level, but do we really think Lebron is going to let
anyone from the West have a chance at winning it this year?
Los Angeles Lakers: It would be too easy to pick Lebron and the Lakers to
make it to the finals and beat the lucky team that decides to give it their best
shot out of the East. While the Lakers are currently third in the West, it is
hard to imagine an NBA Finals without Lebron James in it, especially when he
is playing at an MVP level. But, just for fun let's have a look at a few other
teams from the West that just might have a shot at getting past Lebron’s
Lakers.
Utah Jazz: Currently first in the West coming out of the All Star break, the
Donovan Mitchell and Rudy Gobert led Jazz squad are currently running
through teams with ease. The Jazz, at the moment, currently look like Final’s
contenders without a doubt. They even beat the defending champion Lakers
by a solid 25 points leaving no doubt they are the top team in the West at the
moment. But, we usually know how that narrative goes when you have
Lebron in your conference, so I won’t get into that too much.

Los Angeles Clippers: The Clippers are the other team who have the best
chance at giving the Lakers a run for their money. Favored by a handful of
analysts to beat the Lakers last year before blowing a 3-1 lead to the Nuggets
in the bubble, the Clippers will be looking to redeem themselves in this year's
playoffs. With Kawhi Leonard and Paul George leading the team, they
currently hold the fourth seed in the West and will be looking to make a push
once the All Star break comes to an end.
Eastern Conference
Brooklyn Nets: With James Harden, Kevin Durant, and Kyrie Iriving leading
your team, it is hard not to pick the Brooklyn Nets as favorites coming out of
the East. With all three of them currently averaging over 25 Points Per Game,
their offense has had the highest offensive rating in NBA history to start the
season. But, on the other side of the ball their defense has lacked the ability
to actually stop the other team, giving them the worst defensive rating in
NBA history to start the season. Will the Nets offense be enough to get them
to the mountain top or will their defense let them down?
Philadelphia 76ers and Milawaukke Bucks: These are the only other two
teams that have a chance of getting past the Nets and making it out the East.
And while former MVP Giannis Antetokounmpo and current MVP frontrunner
Joel Embid are trying to make a strong case to be Eastern Conference
favorites, I just don’t see them being able to take their team past one of the
best scoring trio's in Brooklyn.
Rookie of the Year
Lamelo Ball: Ball is currently the overwhelming favorite to win this year's
Rookie of the Year and there is nothing that is going to slow him down. The
19 year old is currently averaging 15.8 PPG, 6.0 RPG, and 6.3 APG. He has
taken on the NBA by storm with his dazzling passes and ability to score from
anywhere on the court. He is surpassing expectations and is well on his way
to becoming a house old name.
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